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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(aHd), which papers have 
been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement filed 9/26/01 fails to comply with 37 CFR 1 .98(a)(3) 
because it does not include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it is presently understood by the 
individual designated in 37 CFR 1 .56(c) most knowledgeable about the content of the information, of each 
patent listed that is not in the English language. It has been placed in the application file, but the 
information referred to therein has not been considered. 

Specification 

3. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly indicative of the 
invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v, John Deere Co,, 383 U.S. 1 , 148 USPQ 459 (1966), 
that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are 
summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 
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6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly 
owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of 
each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the 
examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

7. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over either Kasahara or 
Yanagisawa et al each further considered with JP 58-8221 2. 

Either Kasahara or Yanagisawa et al disclose in the optical pick up environment, the pick up 
i element, the light-emitting element (portion), the mirror (mirror 23 in Kasahara, or mirror 16 in 
Yanagisawa et al), the detecting portion and the frame. 

There is no clear depiction as to how the minror is adhered to the frame. 

As far as the examiner can interpret applicants' discussion of the above note JP document 58- 
82212, the ability of adhering such a mirror element to a frame using 3 contact points has been 
established. 

It would have been obvious to modify the base system of either Kasahara or Yanagisawa et al 
and modify such with the above well established methodology of adhering the mirror to the frame, 
motivation is to use existing techniques for adhesion and hence save valuable resources such as time in 
trial and effort testing for different adhesion protocols. 

8. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the art as applied 
to claim 1 above, and further in view of Official notice. 

As far as claim 3 is interpreted, the mirror is fixed to the frame with high intensity. It is noted that 
neither high intensity nor any additional elements are recited in this claim. Hence the examiner concludes 
that this claim is merely a desired manufacturing ability/result flowing from the elements positively recited 
in the parent claim, and hence inherently present in the above combination of elements. If applicants' can 
convince the examiner that such is not inherently present/flowing from the elements positively recited 
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then additionally, a rejection under 112 (lacking critical elements) will be presented in the next OA. 
Nevertheless, the examiner takes Official notice of the manufacturing ability of adhering elements to a 
frame/carrying unit with "high intensity". 

With respect to the limitations of claim 4, the examiner takes Official notice of photo-cured resins 
as adhesives. The use of such in this environment is considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
again to save valuable resources by using existing adhesives already present in the art. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claim 2 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

1 0. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

Although the use of adhesives in this environment for adhering elements together is met by the 
above combination of references, none of the cited prior art teaches or discloses the particular points, and 
this examiner can not readily conceive of a motivation for so limiting. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the payment 
of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue fee. Such 
submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

The remaining JP documents are cited of illustrating in this environment the use of mirrors. 

Hard copies of the application files are now separated from this examining corps; hence the 
examiner can answer no questions that require a review of the file without sufficient lead-time. 

Any inquiries concerning missing papers/references, etc. must be directed to Group 2600 
Customer Services at (703) 306-0377. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 

be directed to Aristotelis M Psitos whose telephone number is (703) 308-1598. The examiner can 

normally be reached on M-Thursday 8-4. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner^s supervisor, 
William R. Korzuch can be reached on (703) 305-6137. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be 
directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4700. 



Aristotelis M Psitos 
Primary Examiner | 
Art Unit 2653 
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